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Quantum networking seeks to enable global entanglement distribution through terrestrial and free-
space channels; however, the exponential loss in these channels necessitates the need for quantum
repeaters with efficient, long-lived quantum memories (QMs). Space-based architectures, particu-
larly satellite-assisted links, offer a path to truly global connectivity; yet, they demand QMs that
are compatible with orbital factors such as infrared radiation and the unique challenges of operating
aboard a satellite. In this work, we propose a multimode quantum memory (MMQM) for Low-Earth
Orbit (LEO) repeaters based on the atomic frequency comb (AFC) protocol. Our design integrates
a hybrid alkali–noble-gas ensemble in an optical cavity, using alkali atoms for strong photon–matter
coupling and noble-gas nuclear spins for minutes-to-hours coherence all without the need for cryo-
genics. The architecture natively supports temporal and spectral multiplexing, enabling the storage
of 100 modes to parallelize probabilistic operations and overcome light-limited round-trip times.
Representative link budgets at h = 500 km with realistic apertures, ηmem≳70%, and tbuffer of sev-
eral minutes predict improvements of up to two orders of magnitude in per-pass success probability
and instantaneous SKR relative to a memoryless dual downlink, with clear scaling in N . Our con-
tributions are: (i) a non-cryogenic, space-ready multimode memory; (ii) a systems analysis coupling
mode count, storage time, and orbital geometry to achievable rate; and (iii) a near-term implemen-
tation roadmap. Together, these results indicate feasibility with current to near-term technology
and provide a practical path toward a high-rate, space-enabled quantum internet.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum networking aims to interconnect quantum
computers, sensors, and communication systems by dis-
tributing quantum states and entanglement across ge-
ographically separated nodes [1]. While metropolitan-
scale demonstrations have validated key primitives, ex-
tending such capabilities to continental and ultimately
global distances remains challenging due to loss, noise,
and the fundamental constraints of quantum mechanics
[2, 3]. Unlike classical signals, quantum states cannot
be amplified to compensate for attenuation due to the
no-cloning theorem, which states that there is no uni-
tary operation that can duplicate an arbitrary quantum
state [4]. Consequently, error mitigation strategies such
as quantum error correction and entanglement purifica-
tion must be engineered to tolerate loss without violating
the linearity of quantum mechanics [4, 5].

Terrestrial channels can illustrate what these concepts
mean for practical applications. In optical fibers, trans-
mission losses grow exponentially with distance, which
limits practical direct links to a few hundred kilometers,
even under favorable conditions [6, 7]. Free-space op-
tical (FSO) links can mitigate exponential fiber loss by
taking advantage of the inverse-square scaling of free-
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space channels; however, turbulence, weather, and line-
of-sight requirements are additional sources of error that
collectively work to degrade performance in these chan-
nels [2, 8–10]. Satellite-based quantum communication
leverages the near-vacuum environment of space and the
favorable geometric scaling of free-space paths to enable
intercontinental entanglement distribution, thus connect-
ing isolated terrestrial clusters. [11–13]. In this hybrid
architecture, satellites function as entanglement distribu-
tion hubs, feeding ground stations that, in turn, interface
with optical fiber and local networks [13].

Even with satellite links, end-to-end performance at
global scales ultimately relies on quantum repeaters
[3, 14]. Repeaters divide a long path into shorter elemen-
tary links, generate entanglement locally, and extend it
across the network via a method known as entanglement
swapping [15]. For channels with high loss, techniques
such as entanglement purification can ensure that the
fidelity of the signal is maintained while creating end-
to-end entanglement [16]. Because these steps are in-
herently probabilistic, a hardware component known as
quantum memory (QM) acts as a buffer to store success-
ful entangled pairs while other attempts proceed. This,
in turn, avoids exponentially small coincidence probabil-
ities and restores the polynomial scaling of the overall
success rate [3]. Experimental implementations of these
devices, therefore, require interfaces that can absorb and
re-emit qubits on demand with high efficiency and fidelity
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over application-appropriate storage times.
The requirements for space-based QMs are especially

stringent when compared to their terrestrial counter-
parts. Many space scenarios demand adjustable de-
lays from milliseconds to seconds—e.g., geostationary
orbit to Earth (∼120 ms (one way)) or Earth–Moon
links (∼1.3s)—to synchronize heralding signals and en-
able feed-forward across long baselines [17]. Laboratory
demonstrations have already achieved long-lived storage
with high efficiency (e.g., η > 70% at τ ∼ 200 ms), il-
lustrating feasibility in principle [18]. By contrast, re-
alizing comparable delays with fiber spools would incur
prohibitive losses (e.g., > 5, 600 dB for hundreds of mil-
liseconds), underscoring the necessity of true quantum
memories rather than passive delay lines [17]. Theory
further indicates that space-deployed QMs can unlock
truly global entanglement distribution by coordinating
probabilistic operations over planetary distances [17, 19].

Multiple physical platforms are under active investiga-
tion for QMs, including ensemble-based media (e.g., cold
and warm atomic gasses and rare-earth–ion–doped solids,
REIDs) and single-emitter systems (e.g., NV centers,
single atoms, and molecules). Optically active systems
are particularly attractive because they natively interface
with photonic qubits used for long-distance distribution.
In repeater settings, these memories must support on-
demand retrieval, high efficiency and fidelity, long coher-
ence times commensurate with link latencies, and com-
patibility with entanglement swapping and purification.
Cavity-enhanced atom–photon interactions (as in DLCZ-
type schemes) provide one route to strong coupling for
the generation and manipulation of stored excitations
[20], while solid-state ensembles offer promising paths to
integration and scalability.

Beyond these baseline requirements, multimode capac-
ity emerges as a decisive lever for throughput. Mod-
ern networks achieve high data rates by exploiting par-
allelism; analogously, quantum networks benefit from
memories that can store and process many independent
photonic modes across temporal, spectral, or spatial de-
grees of freedom (or their combinations). As emphasized
in prior work, “multimode capacity of [a] communication
channel is an essential requirement for high data rates,”
and a central challenge is realizing a quantum mem-
ory that simultaneously accommodates multiple single-
photon modes [21]. The performance impact is imme-
diate at the link level: if two single-mode memories are
bridged by a channel of length L0 and refractive index
n, the trial rate for heralded entanglement is bounded by
the communication time τcomm = nL0/c, yielding a maxi-
mum repetition rate R = 1/τcomm [22, 23]. For L0 = 100
km of fiber, this limits trials to R ≈ 2 kHz. A mem-
ory with N modes can parallelize attempts during each
τcomm, boosting the heralding rate by O(N) to first or-
der [22, 23]. In large-scale networks—particularly those
incorporating satellite segments where round-trip times
are long—such parallelism is necessary to achieve high-
throughput entanglement distribution that meets the de-

mands of practical applications.
In this work, we propose a multimode quantum mem-

ory (MMQM) protocol based on the atomic frequency
comb (AFC) protocol tailored to Low-Earth Orbit (LEO)
satellite networks. Our architecture uses a hybrid
alkali–noble-gas ensemble inside an optical cavity, which
combines the strong optical interface of alkali atoms with
the long-lived coherence of noble-gas nuclear spins. This
hybrid approach offers an intrinsically multimode inter-
face with access to temporal and spectral multiplex-
ing, while also enabling coherence times ranging from
minutes to hours. Our objective is to specify a space-
compatible MMQM architecture that aligns with the
unique constraints of satellites and the operating envi-
ronment aboard a satellite. By integrating multimode
storage, future satellite-repeater constellations could uti-
lize operations such as entanglement swapping and pu-
rification to help realize a truly global quantum internet.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Satellites, bosonic channels, and repeater
motivation.

Free-space optical (FSO) satellite links are modeled
as lossy bosonic channels with transmissivity η set by
diffraction, pointing jitter, and atmospheric effects. In
the absence of quantum repeaters, the private and quan-
tum capacities of such channels obey repeaterless bounds
that degrade strongly with loss [24, 25]. Quantum re-
peaters mitigate this by distributing entanglement over
shorter elementary links and performing entanglement
swapping, at the cost of requiring QMs, which preserve
states through probabilistic heralding and classical sig-
naling latency [26]. Critically, the required memory time
scales inversely with the photonic transmission proba-
bility, Tmem∝1/Ptrans [27]. Consequently, space-relevant
memories should be (i) long-lived, (ii) optically interfaced
for efficient photon–matter conversion, (iii) compatible
with satellite constraints, and (iv) designed to function
within the unique environment of space.

B. Link geometries: uplink, downlink, and dual
downlink.

In an uplink memory-assisted architecture, two ground
stations send single photons (e.g., BB84-encoded) to a
satellite that buffers them in distinct QMs; upon heralded
loading of both memories, the satellite retrieves and in-
terferes the photons in a Bell-state measurement (BSM)
[28, 29]. Direct (QND) and indirect (entanglement-
heralded) loading strategies have been analyzed [29]. The
principal advantage of this approach is a high repeti-
tion rate; however, early-path atmospheric diffraction in-
duces additional loss from the "shower curtain," which is
∼ 10−20 dB worse than downlink for comparable aper-



3

a

b tbuffer

θ

θ θ

θ

h

h

FIG. 1. Buffered vs. dual downlink architectures. (a)
Dual downlink: An entangled-photon source transmits to
two ground stations only during their co-view window. (b)
Buffered downlink (AFC-enabled): One photon is down-
linked while its partner is stored in an onboard AFC spin-
wave memory; after a delay tbuffer (time between passes) the
photon is recalled and sent to the second site, removing the
simultaneous-visibility requirement. The memory must sat-
isfy Tmem≥ tbuffer and contributes efficiency ηmem to the link
budget. In both panels, h is satellite altitude, θ the elevation
angle; dashed lines are quantum channels and yellow cones
are the satellite footprint.

tures. This shifts the burden to larger receivers in space
and ultimately limits the range and key rate [30]. Repre-
sentative budgets (e.g., rTx=15 cm ground, rRx=50 cm
space; θ∼10 µrad; 5 ms storage; 80% write–read; 20 MHz
clock) show speedups over memoryless links to ∼1450 km
but no straightforward path to multi-hop repeater nest-
ing because photons propagate from ground→space [30].

In a downlink variant, a central node emits photons
entangled with each memory and transmits them to the
ground stations. The central BSM then waits for classical
heralds from the receivers, imposing a speed-of-light la-
tency and hence second-scale storage times for O(103) km
baselines, unless parallelized via m memory pairs [30, 31].

Finally, dual-downlink entanglement distribution
(E91) places the source onboard the satellite and sends
one photon of each pair to each ground station. Because

the satellite does not need to be trusted, this approach
aligns well with security goals and with modern (biased-
basis) QKD post-processing [32–34]. In all cases, the
physical link is a bosonic channel, so performance hinges
on combating loss and background noise while maximiz-
ing spatial/temporal/spectral multiplexing to make up
for the probabilistic nature of these approaches.

C. Space-induced decoherence and satellite
resource limits.

The environment of space differs dramatically from
that of the laboratory. Natural ionizing radiation (cos-
mic rays, secondary particles) produces correlated errors
and excess quasiparticles in solid-state devices, which
degrades coherence and stability [35]. While photonic
qubits are comparatively resilient, radiation and back-
ground light still load detectors and reduce state fi-
delity [36]. Ultra-high-fidelity operations must also con-
tend with vacuum-fluctuation effects (e.g., Lamb-shift-
scale level shifts) and tight thermal budgets given pas-
sive radiative cooling [37]. From a systems engineer-
ing perspective, power, mass/volume, and heat-lift are
also scarce onboard a satellite, which constrains cryo-
genics, shielding, and onboard computing for real-time
feed-forward/QEC [38]. Practical satellite nodes, there-
fore, favor compact, power-lean, and thermally toler-
ant memory platforms and detectors, such as space-
qualified superconducting nanowire single-photon detec-
tors (SNSPDs) [39]. Taken together, these environmental
and resource constraints show that space-based hardware
is more error prone and resource limited when juxtaposed
with terrestrial laboratory systems.

D. Ensemble based quantum memory candidates
for space.

Ensemble based systems are especially attractive for
space deployment because they interface directly with
flying photons and entangled sources, support large opti-
cal bandwidths, and offer intrinsic multimode capacity in
temporal, spectral, and spatial degrees of freedom [30].
Platforms currently under investigation include the fol-
lowing:

• Warm vapors (alkali) operate without laser cool-
ing or cryogenics and already show noiseless and
fast operation, ∼GHz bandwidth, η>80% with fi-
delity above the no cloning bound and ∼1 s storage
in SERF like regimes; coupling to noble gas nuclear
spins via spin exchange offers a path to hour scale
coherence [40–43]. Compact vapor cell systems also
have space heritage as optical frequency references
on rockets and nanosats [44].

• Laser cooled atomic ensembles (including Bose
Einstein condensates (BECs)) provide high optical
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depth and low diffusion, enabling high efficiency,
minute scale storage, and both temporal and spa-
tial multiplexing [40, 41, 45–47]. Extensive micro-
gravity and flight demonstrations together with ex-
periments on the International Space Station attest
to the growing attractiveness of this segment [48–
59].

• Rare earth ion doped crystals (REIDs) at
cryogenic temperatures combine narrow optical and
spin transitions (long coherence) with strong mul-
tiplexing capability. Demonstrated performances
include heralded intermemory entanglement, bright
pulse storage from minutes to hours, and temporal,
spectral, and spatial multimodality; integration via
waveguides and nanophotonics improves compact-
ness and light matter coupling [60–76]. Hybridized
electron and nuclear spin levels in anisotropic hosts
are particularly attractive for long lived, on demand
storage while maintaining large optical bandwidths
[76].

E. Atomic Frequency Comb (AFC) and multimode
scaling.

AFC memories spectrally tailor an inhomogeneously
broadened |g⟩ ↔ |e⟩ transition into a comb with tooth
spacing ∆. An incident photon excites a collective Dicke
state that rephases after 2π/∆, which yields an echo. A
control pulse then maps this optical excitation to a spin
state |s⟩ for on-demand retrieval and long-term storage.
Backward retrieval can approach unit efficiency at high
optical depth [77]. Importantly for repeaters, the AFC
temporal multimode capacity is set by the number of
teeth (i.e., the product of AFC bandwidth per channel,
storage time, and the number of parallel channels) rather
than by optical depth, as in EIT/Raman protocols [77].
Recent demonstrations at telecom wavelengths report the
storage of ∼103–104 modes (e.g., 1650 modes) with clear
headroom via finer spectral packing and parallel spec-
tral/spatial multiplexing [65, 66, 68, 78].

F. Implications for a satellite multimode memory
architecture.

Coupling the bosonic-channel loss profile of FSO links
and the inverse scaling of required memory time with
transmission probability [27] to the practicalities of space
operation [36–38], AFC-based multimode ensemble mem-
ories emerge as natural building blocks for space re-
peaters. They (i) raise the per-pass success probabil-
ity via large temporal/spectral mode counts, (ii) leverage
spin (including nuclear) degrees of freedom for long co-
herence times, and (iii) admit power-lean hardware com-
ponents that are compatible with satellite constraints
[30].

III. PROTOCOL DESIGN

As seen in Figure 2, we consider an ensemble of Na

alkali-metal and Nb noble-gas atoms contained within a
sealed glass cell mounted inside an optical cavity with one
partially transmitting mirror, following the architecture
of the original terrestrial design introduced in [79, 80].
Initially, the alkali spins are polarized along ẑ via optical
pumping, while the noble-gas spins are polarized through
spin-exchange optical pumping techniques.

Êin

e-

QM

Na Nb

FIG. 2. Satellite-borne hybrid alkali–noble-gas quan-
tum memory. An ensemble of Na alkali-metal atoms (red)
and Nb noble-gas atoms (blue) is contained in a sealed glass
cell mounted inside a single-ended optical cavity with one
partially transmitting mirror. Prior to operation, the al-
kali spins are polarized along ẑ by optical pumping and the
noble-gas spins are polarized via spin-exchange optical pump-
ing (SEOP). The incident optical mode Êin drives the alkali
transition |g⟩↔|e⟩; the collective alkali spin Ŝ couples to the
noble-gas spin K̂ through spin exchange at rate J , mapping
the excitation to the long-lived nuclear-spin mode and allow-
ing re-emission as Êout.

The alkali atoms are modeled as Λ-systems with a
ground state |g⟩ and a metastable state |s⟩ coupled opti-
cally to the excited state |e⟩, while noble-gas atoms are
treated as two-level systems |⇓⟩ and |⇑⟩. The quantum
signal field Ê couples |g⟩ to |e⟩, and a classical control
field with Rabi frequency Ω couples |s⟩ to |e⟩. A AFC
is prepared on the inhomogeneously broadened |g⟩ → |e⟩
transition using techniques such as piecewise adiabatic
passage or optical frequency comb excitation, with peak
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width γ, spacing ∆, and total width Γ. The finesse is
defined as F = ∆/γ.

The cavity field obeys the Heisenberg–Langevin equa-
tion:

∂tÊ = −κÊ +
√
2κÊin + ig20℘

∫ ∞

−∞
dδ n(δ) σ̂ge(t; δ), (1)

where κ is the cavity decay rate, g0 the atom–cavity cou-
pling, ℘ the dipole matrix element, and n(δ) the atomic
spectral distribution.

The atomic polarization evolves as:

∂tσ̂ge = −(iδ + γp)σ̂ge + i℘Ê, (2)

with γp the homogeneous linewidth. The input–output
relation is:

Êout − Êin =
√
2κÊ (3)

Defining collective spin operators for alkali and noble-
gas ensembles:

Ŝ(r, t) =
σ̂gs(r, t)√

pana
, (4)

K̂(r, t) =
σ̂⇓⇑(r, t)√

pbnb
, (5)

the coupled evolution is:

∂tP̂ = −(γp + iδ̄)P̂ + iΩŜ + iGÊ + f̂P , (6a)

∂tŜ = −(γs + iδs −Da∇2)Ŝ + iΩ∗P̂ − iJK̂ + f̂S ,
(6b)

∂tK̂ = −(γk + iδk −Db∇2)K̂ − iJŜ + f̂K (6c)

Initially, with Ω = 0, the quantum light is absorbed by
the alkali ensemble. Perfect impedance matching (κ = Z)
ensures complete absorption:

Êout =
κ− Z

κ+ Z
Êin, Z =

Nag
2
0℘

2

Γ
(7)

The storage protocol proceeds in three main steps:

1. Optical-to-alkali spin transfer. Transfer the
optical coherence to the alkali spin-wave Ŝ using
a chirped adiabatic pulse:

⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩T =

[
1− exp

(
−πT Ω2

Γ

)]
⟨P̂ †P̂ ⟩0 (8)

2. Alkali-to-noble gas spin transfer. Transfer Ŝ to
the noble-gas spin K̂ via spin-exchange collisions:

⟨K̂†K̂⟩T ′ = exp
(
−πγs

2J

)
⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩T (9)

3. Long-term storage. Store the excitation in K̂ for
a duration limited by 1/γk, which can potentially
reach hundreds of hours.

Reversing the sequence after a delay leads to re-
emission after 2π/∆:

Êout(t) = −√
ηm Êin

(
t− 2T ′ − 2T − 2π

∆

)
, (10)

with efficiency:

ηm =

[
1− exp

(
−π2TΩ2

Γ

)]2
exp

(
−πγs

J

)
sinc2

( π

F

)
(11)

A. Satellite-Specific Modifications

Deploying this memory in orbit requires proper consid-
eration of the many spaceborne effects that would nor-
mally be absent in terrestrial deployments. First, the
relative motion of a LEO satellite (with an orbital speed
of several km/s) induces significant Doppler shifts in the
optical frequencies, which are on the order of GHz for
visible/near-IR wavelengths [82]. Without proper treat-
ment, these Doppler offsets would detune the light from
the alkali transitions and the cavity resonance. In prac-
tice, this is handled by real-time frequency tuning of
the transmitter/receiver lasers based on the satellite’s
ephemeris. Second, the free-space link coupling efficiency
will be limited by diffraction and pointing errors. Even
with diffraction-limited optics, a modest transmit aper-
ture (e.g. 10–20 cm) yields a beam divergence on the
order of 10.0 µrad, so the spot size at the ground can
be several meters across for typical LEO altitudes [30].
Coupling this free-space mode into the narrow mode of an
optical cavity (or a single-mode fiber feeding the cavity) is
lossy. Current designs of quantum transmitters estimate
that only 50–60% of the collected light can be coupled
into a single-mode channel, even under ideal alignment
[83]. Any pointing and tracking jitter exacerbates this
loss. For example, a ∼2.0 µrad pointing error in a 20 cm
downlink telescope can introduce an additional 4 dB loss
in received power. The Micius quantum satellite demon-
strated .60 µrad pointing accuracy using two-axis gim-
baled telescopes and piezoelectric fast steering mirrors,
which thus serve as the benchmark for our implementa-
tion [84]. Specifically, our system would employ a similar
multi-stage acquisition and tracking approach: open-loop
slewing to point the telescope within a fraction of a de-
gree, followed by a beacon-based fine pointing loop and
fast electro-optic beam steering to correct residual er-
rors [84]. Lastly, atmospheric downlink effects must be
considered. A downlink (satellite-to-ground) is generally
preferred for quantum communication because the beam
travels most of its path in the vacuum of free-space, with
the dense atmosphere only being encountered at the end
of the path. This avoids the dreaded “shower-curtain” ef-
fect of uplink channels, where turbulence near the trans-
mitter greatly enlarges beam divergence early in the path
[30]. Despite this, downlink channels still experience high
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FIG. 3. Atomic-frequency-comb (AFC) memory with fixed-delay and spin-wave readout. (a) In an inhomogeneously
broadened transition, frequency-selective pumping carves a periodic absorption comb of spacing ∆ and total bandwidth Γ. A
weak quantum signal Ê resonant with the comb is absorbed and re-emitted as an echo after the fixed rephasing time 1/∆
(two-level AFC). In the spin-wave variant, a control π-pulse coherently and reversibly transfers the excitation to a second
ground state |s⟩, enabling on-demand readout and long storage times. (b) Time sequence for the fixed-delay AFC: the input is
a train of temporal modes of duration Tm, each mode containing pulses with intensity FWHM T ; the echo occurs at t = 1/∆
(or as a train for multiple inputs). (c) Time sequence for the AFC spin-wave memory: a control pulse of duration (bin size) Tc

interrupts the rephasing and stores the excitation as a spin wave for a programmable time Tspin. Because the control occupies
part of the AFC window, the allowable input-mode window is reduced to 1/∆− Tc; a second control pulse reconverts the spin
wave, yielding an on-demand echo at t = 1/∆+ Tspin. Adapted from [81].

levels of atmospheric turbulence, which causes scintilla-
tion and wavefront distortions. Adaptive optics or feed-
forward schemes may be used to partially correct the
wavefront, but for a satellite transmitter with a small
aperture, higher-order turbulence corrections yield only
marginal gains [84].

1. Microgravity Effects on Diffusion

The space-based cavity will operate in microgravity,
which alters the gas dynamics within the memory cell.
On Earth, any thermal gradients or concentration gradi-
ents in the vapor cell can induce convective currents that
mix the gas. In microgravity, this buoyant convection is
suppressed, and transport becomes purely diffusive [85].
The diffusion coefficients Da (alkali vapor) and Db (noble
gas) themselves are functions of temperature and buffer
gas pressure, and they are not fundamentally changed
by gravity; however, the lack of convection means that
these diffusion processes are the only means of distribut-
ing heat and mass in the cell. This has two main impli-
cations. First, without convective mixing, it may take
longer for the alkali and noble-gas spin polarizations to
reach a uniform steady state across the cell as spatial in-
homogeneities must even out by diffusion alone. Second,
any local heating (for instance, from the control laser or
alkali pump light) will not be rapidly dissipated by fluid

motion. Thus, thermal gradients could persist longer and
could create spatial variations in Da, Db or in spin re-
laxation rates. The cell design must, therefore, minimize
thermal hotspots, which could be achieved by using ther-
mal straps, radiative cooling, and a small magnetic stir-
ring field, all of which promote mixing [86, 87]. Overall,
microgravity offers a more stable environment, which is
beneficial for maintaining atomic coherence; however, it
places the burden of careful thermal management to en-
sure that diffusion is sufficient to homogenize the spin
ensemble behavior throughout the duration of the stor-
age time.

B. Link Budget and Synchronization

For a satellite-based deployment, the quantum mem-
ory must interface with the free-space optical link while
synchronizing with the satellite’s visibility windows. The
available contact time with a given ground station is lim-
ited to a few minutes per orbital pass (for LEO altitudes),
so the protocol should efficiently multiplex and store as
many photons as possible during each pass assuming line-
of-sight is possible. The AFC-based multimode storage is
well-suited for this: as illustrated in Fig. 4, the memory
can absorb a train of temporal modes within the fixed
cavity delay 1/∆. In practice, one would operate the
satellite as it comes into line-of-sight with a ground trans-
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mitter by capturing successive entangled photon pulses
into different temporal modes of the AFC. Immediately
after absorption, these excitations are transferred to the
long-lived nuclear spin (K̂) via the two-step process de-
scribed earlier. This buffering in the noble-gas spin allows
the satellite to fly out of view while the quantum states
are safely stored in spin coherence. Once the satellite
reaches another ground station (or comes around for a
second pass over the same station, if coherence time al-
lows), a retrieval sequence (spin-wave transfer back to
alkali, then optical read-out) is initiated to re-emit the
photons towards the receiver. Using realistic parameters
– for example, a 15 cm diameter transmit telescope on
the satellite and a 50 cm receive telescope on the ground,
with 10.0 µrad beam divergence – one can expect on the
order of 10−4 end-to-end efficiency (around 40 dB loss)
for a high-elevation pass [84, 88]. This assumes clear
weather and high pointing accuracy. Under such condi-
tions, if the source on the ground sends, say, 106 photons
per second to the satellite, approximately 100 photons
per second would enter the memory. Thanks to the mul-
timodal capacity of the AFC (which can be in the range
of N ∼ 103 modes, the satellite could accumulate a large
batch of entangled photons in each overpass. [30]. The
memory write/read efficiency and spin transfer efficiency
then determine how many of those stored qubits can be
retrieved with high fidelity. From this example, it is clear
that high internal efficiency is essential for such a proto-
col to achieve high rates.

Therefore, our design targets near-unity as our goal for
internal efficiency. To achieve this, we use impedance-
matched absorption and optimal control pulses, as de-
scribed by the theoretical efficiency ηm derived above.
By synchronizing the storage protocol with the satellite’s
pass through the use of GPS timing and closed-loop feed-
back from the ground for the control pulses, we ensure
that the memory is ready to receive photons at the start
of the pass and that all stored modes can be read out
on demand at the appropriate time. This synchroniza-
tion extends to Doppler shift management: the ground
station’s transmitter can pre-compensate the frequency
based on the known satellite velocity profile so that the
incoming signal is always at the memory’s resonance [82].
In addition, both ground and satellite will share synchro-
nized clocks to align the write/read timing within the
photon coherence time [84]. Overall, these considerations
ensure that the satellite memory can effectively integrate
into a quantum network, capturing entanglement on the
fly and releasing it when and where needed to perform
entanglement swapping or to deliver a secret key.

C. Space Payload Engineering Constraints

Implementing the above capabilities on a satellite
needs to be achievable, despite the payload constraints of
a LEO satellite. We draw on proven strategies from ultra-
cold atom experiments in space—notably, NASA’s Cold

Atom Lab (CAL) aboard the International Space Sta-
tion—to guide our design. CAL had to maintain an ul-
trahigh vacuum and stable conditions for Bose–Einstein
condensates in orbit, which closely parallels the needs
of our spaceborne quantum memory. In CAL’s design,
a compact dual-chamber glass cell was used, with one
science cell kept below 10−10 Torr by a combination of a
miniaturized ion pump and non-evaporable getter (NEG)
pumps [89]. We similarly require a long-lived cell for the
alkali–noble gas mixture; although our memory cell is
sealed and does not need active pumping during opera-
tion, it must be processed to high vacuum standards to
remove impurities and avoid excess alkali vapor pressure
at operating temperature. A small getter pump can be
included to absorb any outgassing over the mission life-
time. Surrounding the cell and cavity, magnetic shield-
ing is essential. CAL employed a dual-layer metal mag-
netic shield to attenuate the strongly fluctuating mag-
netic fields on the ISS [89]. Our satellite will encounter
Earth’s magnetic field, as well as the spacecraft-induced
fields. We believe a similar dual-layer shield can reduce
ambient field exposure, which will ensure the spin preces-
sion frequencies (δs, δk) remain stable. Additional coil
systems inside the shield can provide fine bias field con-
trol and enable rapid re-zeroing of fields if, for example,
a magnetic disturbance from the satellite occurs. Vibra-
tion isolation and mechanical stability are also important
factors to consider. Launch and deployment subject the
payload to high vibration and shock. Even in orbit, re-
action wheel jitter or thermal flexing could misalign the
cavity. In CAL, all the delicate optics (mirrors, fiber col-
limators, cameras) were mounted on a solid aluminum
support structure that was attached to the physics pack-
age [89]. This ensured that any mechanical drift affect-
ing all components was addressed and that the relative
alignments were kept fixed. We adopt the same approach
in our design: the cavity mirrors, coupling lenses, and
detector optics will be integrated onto a single optical
bench bonded to the vacuum package. Passive vibration
damping, such as gel mounts or commercial shock ab-
sorbers, will protect the system during launch, and once
in microgravity, the lack of seismic noise greatly benefits
cavity stability. For the optical cavity specifically, we will
use low-expansion materials and possibly small piezoelec-
tric actuators to lock its length to the atomic resonance,
counteracting thermal or mechanical drift.

Radiation in orbit poses another challenge. High-
energy cosmic rays and solar particles can induce radi-
ation damage or create errors such as bit flips in con-
trol electronics, or even spin flips in the atoms due to
ionization events [90]. CAL did not incorporate dedi-
cated radiation shielding beyond the ISS hull; however,
for our design, we must consider it. Specifically, our de-
sign uses radiation-hardened electronics (FPGA and mi-
crocontrollers rated for space) and places sensitive com-
ponents (detectors, avalanche photodiodes, etc.) in light-
weight shielding enclosures to block a significant portion
of ionizing radiation [91]. The alkali/noble gas atoms
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themselves are somewhat shielded by the vacuum cell
walls and surrounding optics, but prolonged exposure to
cosmic rays could lead to glass cell charging or diffusion
of impurities. We will mitigate this by using a conductive
coating on the cell to dissipate charges [92].

Thermal control is another crucial aspect that we must
consider in our design. A satellite experiences rapid
temperature swings as it moves in and out of sunlight.
The hybrid memory, especially the vapor cell and cav-
ity, must be kept within a narrow temperature range
for optimal operation (typically, alkali vapor cells are
heated to ∼ 40–80,◦C for sufficient vapor density, and
the cavity must remain stable to much better than that
to avoid drift in resonance). We implement a combina-
tion of passive and active thermal regulation. Externally,
the payload is blanketed in multilayer insulation (MLI)
to reduce radiative exchange with the environment, and
heat is conducted to dedicated radiator panels that dis-
perse waste heat to space. Internally, key components
are thermally linked via high-conductivity straps (as in
CAL’s water-cooled thermal straps for its coil assembly)
to even out temperature gradients [89]. Small resistance
heaters with closed-loop PID control are attached near
the cell and cavity to fine-tune their temperatures. On
the CAL ISS experiment, fluid loops were used for cool-
ing; however, but for our satellite, we prefer heat pipes
or pumped liquid loops only if absolutely necessary due
to mass and power overhead [93]. Instead, our design
relies mainly on passive thermal stability, using the ther-
mal mass of the optical bench and a low conductivity
mounting to the satellite chassis to decouple fast fluctu-
ations. All told, these engineering measures build upon
the CAL experiment and other space quantum hardware
demonstrations to ensure the quantum memory operates
as intended in space.

D. Implementation

Following the original implementation from [80, 94],
we consider a mixed 3He–K ensemble confined in an
uncoated spherical glass cell of radius R = 1 cm at
215◦C. We operate in a high pressure configuration with
working densities na = 5.0 × 1014 cm−3 for potassium
and nb = 6.0 × 1019 cm−3 for 3He [95]. The coherent
spin exchange coupling used in the simulations is set to
J = 2.00× 10−5 [79]. A nitrogen buffer gas at 30 Torr is
included for collisional quenching, which broadens the
K D1 transition to a linewidth of Γ ≈ 27GHz. The
AFC tooth width γ is limited by the optical coherence
lifetime and is bounded by twice the natural linewidth
γp = 5.96 × 2πMHz. Targeting a finesse F = 8 gives a
tooth spacing ∆ = 96MHz [79].

Assuming the AFC bandwidth matches the pressure
broadened line, the multimode capacity is

M =
2Γ

5∆
=

2× 27 GHz

5× 96 MHz
= 112.

For our quantum memory simulation, we use coupled
spin–diffusion dynamics with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions for the alkali component and Neumann for the no-
ble gas. When operating the satellite abroad, we ex-
pect a slightly higher steady state gas temperature due
to the requirements of a stable thermal management sys-
tem aboard. Due to advancements in current thermal
management systems, we see this being minimal, as seen
in [54]. In addition to this, the pressure differential across
the optical cavity seals and the outside environment in-
creases in orbit relative to the ground. In turn, we expect
a modest reduction in the fill pressure of the cavity. Be-
cause the diffusion of a dilute gas scales approximately
as D ∝ T

3
2 /P according to Chapman Enskog theory

[96], we increase the diffusion constants by 10% from the
original paper, which gives Da = 1.02 × 10−8 m2/s and
Db = 2.05×10−8 m2/s respectively. For small detunings,
we set δs = 0 and δk = 1.11×10−3 [79]. For longitudinal
relaxation rates, we set γk = 0 and γs = 3.1 × 10−7 s−1

[79]. All values were derived from the original study, with
some updated to reflect the fact that this memory will
be operating in space.

Building a satellite-borne alkali–noble gas quantum
memory will require the integration of the above con-
siderations into a satellite-ready system where miniatur-
ization and integration will be key. Fortunately, the core
of the memory—a vapor cell and optical cavity—can be
quite compact. For example, the entire dual-cell vac-
uum chamber used in CAL had dimensions on the or-
der of a few centimeters, and compact vapor cells with
integrated nano-coating technology have been demon-
strated for atomic clocks and magnetometers [89, 97].
Utilizing recent developments in integrated photonics
and micro-optics, the cavity could be formed by tiny
high-reflectivity mirrors directly bonded to the cell or
on a ceramic spacer, and semiconductor diode lasers (in
the 780–800 nm range) can be made flight-qualified and
small. The control and readout lasers might be fiber-
coupled distributed Bragg reflector (DBR) lasers, locked
via spectroscopy to an onboard reference cell. All laser
beams can be delivered through polarization-maintaining
fibers to the memory module, similar to the fiber-fed de-
sign of CAL’s optical system [89]. The entire science
module, which contains the memory cell, cavity, minor
optical elements, and shielding – would be mounted on
a small optical bench ( 30 cm) and could fit inside a
microsatellite (50–100 kg class) or possibly even a 12U
CubeSat with careful design. The electronics (RF coils
for driving spin transitions, laser drivers, single-photon
detectors, and a processor for control logic) would oc-
cupy another section of the satellite bus, which is de-
signed with redundancy and fail-safes typical of space
missions.
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IV. SYSTEM MODEL

This section defines our space-to-ground (S–G) link
model and how we quantified the success of our mem-
ory proposal. We factor the per-trial success probability
into source, memory, detector, atmospheric, and diffrac-
tion/pointing terms, each with explicit elevation/slant-
range dependence. We then compute SKR under BB84
with one-way post-processing and compare two geome-
tries: (i) dual downlink at fixed low elevation, and (ii)
buffered overhead with zenith links subject to Tmem ≥
tbuffer.

A. Link Budget

We model each S-G elementary link as a product of sta-
tistically independent transmission factors. The single-
shot success probability is

ηS–G = ηsrc ηmem ηdet ηatm(θ) ηdif(l), (12)

where ηsrc is the entangled-photon source efficiency, ηmem

the memory write/read efficiency on the satellite, ηdet
the (ground) detector efficiency, ηatm(θ) the single-pass
atmospheric transmission at elevation θ, and ηdif(l) the
diffraction +pointing coupling over slant range l. For the
configurations studied here we use

ηsrc = 0.20, ηmem = 0.74, ηdet = 0.70. (13)

a. Atmospheric transmission. Single-pass attenua-
tion along the slant path at elevation θ follows a simple
air-mass model:

ηatm(θ) =
(
ηzatm

)1/ sin θ
, (14)

where ηzatm is the zenith transmission (set by wavelength
and site conditions).

b. Diffraction and pointing. Collected power at the
ground telescope is expressed as

ηdif(l) =
P (l)

P0
. (15)

A diffraction-limited Gaussian beam of waist w0 obeys

θd =
λ

πw0
, w(z) = w0

√
1 +

(θdz
w0

)2

, (16)

I(r, z) = I0

( w0

w(z)

)2

exp
[
− 2r2

w(z)2

]
. (17)

Residual pointing jitter is modeled by a 2D Gaussian
kernel with rms σp:

gp(r) =
1

2πσ2
p

exp
(
−∥r∥2

2σ2
p

)
, (18)

and the received intensity is the convolution Ĩ = I ∗ gp.
Power coupled into a circular pupil of radius Rrec at range
l is

P (l) =

∫ Rrec

0

ρ dρ

∫ 2π

0

dφ Ĩ(ρ, l). (19)

c. Geometry. The elevation θ and slant range l are
determined from the ground-track separation Lg and or-
bital altitude h:

l2 = R2
E + (RE + h)2 − 2RE(RE + h) cos

( Lg

RE

)
, (20)

θ =
π

2
− Lg

RE
− arcsin

[
RE

l
sin

( Lg

RE

)]
, (21)

with RE = 6,371 km. For a more detailed overview of
the parameters used in this study, see Appendix B.

V. RESULTS & ANALYSIS

We first visualize the memory dynamics, then quantify
SKR gains, and finally compare the two different opera-
tional scenarios.

A. Downlink Link Establishment Probability

Figure 5 maps the single-photon downlink success
probability η as a function of slant range and rms point-
ing jitter. Two features dominate: (i) diffraction loss
with increasing range and (ii) the strong penalty from
microradian-level jitter, which broadens the far-field spot
relative to the receive pupil. Operating near zenith (short
range) substantially mitigates both effects.

FIG. 5. Satellite–to–ground downlink success proba-
bility. Color indicates the single-photon success probability η
as a function of slant range (horizontal axis) and rms pointing
jitter (vertical axis); white curves are iso-η contours. Larger
range and/or jitter reduce η due to diffraction and pointing
loss. The red dashed line marks the operating assumption for
pointing-jitter used in this work (rms of 1.0 µrad).
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a b

FIG. 4. Spatiotemporal kymographs of the collective spins. (a) Alkali–spin kymograph: color encodes the normalized
magnitude ⟨Ŝ†Ŝ⟩(r, t) on a radial slice of the cell where r is the distance from the center and R is the cell radius. The normalized
radial slice of the cell runs from r/R ∈ [0, 1] where 0 is the center and 1 is the wall which is shown over time. The bright
bands at the write and read instants Tπ and TR indicate loading and retrieval of the alkali spin wave; attenuation during the
dark interval TD reflects homogeneous decay γs and diffusion Da. (b) Noble-gas–spin kymograph: color encodes ⟨K̂†K̂⟩(r, t).
Population builds during the alkali→noble-gas transfer at Tπ via spin-exchange J , remains high throughout storage with mild
edge losses from wall relaxation and diffusion Db, and then maps back at TR. Both panels are obtained by solving the coupled
spin–diffusion equations (Eqs. (6a)–(6c)) and plotting the azimuthally averaged |S(r, t)|2 and |K(r, t)|2, each normalized to the
initial optical excitation.

B. Memory Efficiency

Utilizing the code from [79], we compute the expecta-
tion values of the collective spins for the alkali and noble-
gas ensembles over the full protocol by numerically inte-
grating the coupled spin equations (Eqs. (6a)–(6c)). Spa-
tial discretization uses the method of lines, and time in-
tegration employs a time-adaptive Runge–Kutta scheme.
The boundary conditions for these equations follow the
physical surface interactions of the two species. At the
glass–vapor interface, the alkali polarization is set to zero
(Dirichlet):

S(r = R, t) = 0.

This destructive boundary condition properly accounts
for the fact that alkali atoms undergo strong depolarizing
collisions with uncoated cell walls, which scramble the
electronic spin and prevent coherent spin-wave amplitude
from surviving at the boundary [98, 99]. As a result,
alkali coherence decays toward the wall and is effectively
quenched at r = R. Thus, from this, we see that the
spatial spin-wave mode will be naturally localized toward
the central region of the cell.

In contrast, the noble-gas nuclear spin exhibits ex-
tremely weak depolarization in collisions with clean glass
walls, so that wall limited relaxation times approach hun-
dreds of hours even in small cells [100]. To capture this,
we impose a von Neumann boundary condition on the
noble-gas spin, which therefore meets the following con-

dition:

∂rK(r, t)
∣∣
r=R

= 0.

This corresponds to a non-destructive, reflective bound-
ary where no polarization current flows through the wall.
Physically, this enforces that the noble-gas polarization
remains smooth across the boundary and that the wall
does not act as a relaxation sink, which allows coherence
to remain stable for hundreds of hours, as we observe in
experiments.

C. Instantaneous SKR (Space-to-Ground)

We quantify the instantaneous secret key rate (SKR)
for a S-G entanglement distribution link using the stan-
dard asymptotic lower bound for BB84 with one–way
post–processing. Per channel use, the secret key fraction
is

R =
Y

2

[
1− h(eX)− f h(eZ)

]
, (22)

where Y is the success probability per channel use that
the protocol is heralded (e.g., both parties register a valid
detection and the Bell-state measurement succeeds), eX
and eZ are the quantum bit error rates (QBERs) in the
X and Z bases, and f≥1 captures error-correction ineffi-
ciency. This expression follows Refs. [29–31]. The binary
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entropy function is

h(e) = − e log2 e − (1− e) log2(1− e). (23)

Details of how Y and the individual error terms are com-
puted for the link model are provided in Refs. [29, 101,
102].

Given a channel–use rate (e.g., pair-generation or
pulse) ν [s−1], the instantaneous SKR is

Rinst(t) = ν(t) R(t), (24)

which may vary over a pass through its time dependence
in the elevation angle(s), losses, and background.

a. Yield decomposition. For the S–G geometry, we
write

Y (t) = Pherald ηA(t) ηB(t), (25)

where Pherald is the protocol-specific heralding prob-
ability (e.g., Bell-state measurement success), and
ηA(t), ηB(t) are the end-to-end transmission efficiencies
from the satellite to each optical ground station (OGS),
including diffraction, atmosphere, pointing, receiver op-
tics, detector efficiency, and (when used) memory effi-
ciency. The elevation-angle dependence enters through
the slant path Ls(θ) and the corresponding atmospheric
and geometric losses.

b. Scenarios considered. We evaluate two opera-
tional cases that differ only in pointing geometry and
the use of buffering:

1. Dual–downlink. A single satellite distributes en-
tangled photon pairs (EPS) simultaneously to two
OGS, each tracked at a fixed low elevation, here
θA = θB = 20◦. The longer slant ranges Ls(20

◦)
reduce ηA,B , so that

Ydual(t) = Pherald ηA
(
θA=20◦, t

)
× ηB

(
θB=20◦, t

)
,

(26)

Rinst,dual(t) = ν(t)
Ydual(t)

2

[
1− h(eX)− f h(eZ)

]
.

(27)

2. Buffered downlink. A single satellite performs
two sequential zenith downlinks. First, it transmits
to OGS A at θ = 90◦; at zenith the slant range
equals the orbital height,

Ls(90
◦) = h. (28)

The detected (or heralded) qubit is then stored un-
til a subsequent zenith opportunity to OGS B, at
which point a second θ = 90◦ downlink completes
the entangled pair. If tbuffer is the storage interval
between these two zenith opportunities, the mem-
ory must satisfy

Tmem ≥ tbuffer. (29)

The effective yield (including memory efficiency
ηmem) is

Ybuff(t) = Pherald ηmem ηA
(
θ=90◦, tfirst

)
× ηB

(
θ=90◦, tsecond

)
,

(30)

and the corresponding instantaneous SKR is

Rinst,buff(t) = ν(t)
Ybuff(t)

2

[
1− h(eX)− f h(eZ)

]
.

(31)

D. Memory Efficiency and Multimode Gain

The satellite-borne memory enters the end-to-end yield
multiplicatively; for the baseline considered here we use

ηmem = 0.74 (32)

This value is obtained from the analysis shown in Fig.
4 and is obtained by solving the full PDE system for
alkali–noble-gas spin exchange and extracting the ratio
of retrieved to input quantum-state magnitudes. In ad-
dition, the memory supports N = 112 independent tem-
poral modes. For a per-mode success P ≪ 1, the proba-
bility of at least one success within a cycle becomes [80]

PN = 1− (1− P )N ≈ N P (N = 112), (33)

so the buffered downlink geometry benefits from an ≈
112× multimode gain in the low-probability regime, com-
pounding the high-elevation link advantage until clocking
or readout limits are reached [22, 79].

E. Instantaneous SKR

Under the BB84 one-way post-processing bound
(Sec. VC), the buffered downlink configuration achieves
an instantaneous rate improvement of

G ≡ Rinst,buff

Rinst,dual
= 111× (34)

This gain is driven primarily by the reduced zenith slant
path (500 km versus 1461.9 km) and persists despite fi-
nite ηmem = 0.74. The buffer interval required by the
geometry is tbuffer = 463 s, so the operational constraint
is Tmem≥463 s.

F. Scenario Comparison

Table I summarizes the combined per-trial success
probability and instantaneous SKR for the two down-
link geometries at h = 500 km with an OGS separation
of 3267.9 km.
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FIG. 6. SKR improvement for buffered downlink vs.
dual downlink. Heatmap of the instantaneous SKR gain
G ≡ Rinst,buff/Rinst,dual as a function of buffered-link elevation
angle (x–axis) and memory efficiency ηmem (y–axis). Colors
(log scale) and iso-contours (1×, 10×, 50×, 100×) show how
operating nearer to zenith and improving ηmem increase the
advantage of buffering. The red star marks the baseline used
in this work (ηmem ≈ 0.74, θ ≈ 90◦), which yields a ≳ 102×
improvement.

TABLE I. Combined per-trial success probability η and in-
stantaneous secret key rate (SKR) at h = 500 km and OGS
separation 3267.9 km.

Scenario Combined η SKR (bits/s)
Dual downlink 4.23× 10−5 8.12× 103

Buffered downlink 4.70× 10−3 9.03× 105

Improvement factor 111× 111×

For these mission parameters, buffered downlink in-
creases the combined success probability and instanta-
neous SKR by 111×. The required storage interval be-
tween zenith contacts is tbuffer = 7.7 min = 463 s; feasi-
bility therefore requires

Tmem ≥ 463 s. (35)

VI. DISCUSSION

A. Buffered Overhead as an Alternative to Dual
Downlink

The results indicate that operating each downlink at
zenith with intermediate storage constitutes a compelling
alternative method for simultaneous dual downlink. For
the baseline geometry (h = 500 km, OGS separation
3267.9 km), the buffered-overhead approach shortens the
slant range from 1461.9 to 500.0 km (2.9×) and yields a
111× increase in both combined success probability and

instantaneous SKR relative to the 20◦/20◦ case. This im-
provement arises primarily from reduced diffraction and
pointing loss at zenith, which is consistent with the steep
η-versus-range/jitter gradients observed in Fig. 5. While
the buffered scheme introduces a storage interval between
zenith contacts, the required buffer time of tbuffer = 463 s
is compatible with the memory parameters considered
here.

B. Near-Term Feasibility of Satellite Quantum
Memories

Our calibrated memory efficiency ηmem = 0.74 and
support for N = 112 temporal modes suggest that mean-
ingful SKR gains are achievable with near-term hard-
ware. In the long-range, low-per-attempt success regime,
multimode operation increases the probability of at least
one success per cycle approximately linearly with N
[22, 79], which in turn enhances the elevation-angle ad-
vantage provided by the buffered geometry. The feasi-
bility condition Tmem ≥ tbuffer = 463 s sets a concrete
requirement for storage lifetime. The storage decay over
this interval is sufficiently small to justify treating ηmem

as constant in the SKR evaluation.
From a systems standpoint, the buffered-overhead ap-

proach is ideal because it trades stringent pointing at long
slant range for a memory-limited duty cycle at short slant
range. This reduces sensitivity to microradian-level jit-
ter, which is the dominant penalty in Fig. 5) and shifts
engineering effort toward memory stability, control-pulse
fidelity, and timing synchronization—all subsystems that
can be validated on the ground and subsequently space-
qualified.

C. Payload Integration and Scaling

A practical advantage of this proposal is the physical
compactness of the optical cavity. The memory modules
considered here have ∼ 1 cm dimensions which enables
multiple independent memories per satellite without pro-
hibitive mass/volume impact. Such replication supports:

1. Parallelism: multiple memories can time-stagger or
frequency-division multiplex downlinks to increase
effective mode capacity beyond N = 112.

2. Redundancy: cold spares mitigate radiation-
induced performance drift and extend mission life-
time.

3. Functional partitioning: specialized memories (e.g.,
longer-storage units dedicated to buffering vs. high-
throughput units for bursty operation) allow adap-
tive scheduling across a pass.

These architectural advantages further strengthen the
buffered-overhead strategy and create a path to scaling
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SKR without relying solely on aperture growth or ultra-
stable pointing.

VII. CONCLUSION & FUTURE WORK

Our results show that buffered zenith operations can
deliver a ∼111× increase in instantaneous SKR relative
to simultaneous dual downlink at 20◦ elevation for the
same protocol parameters, which is enabled by shorter
zenith slant path (500 km vs. 1462 km) and quantum
memory parameters (ηmem = 0.74, N = 112 temporal
modes). The required storage lower bound for this buffer
tbuffer = 463 s is compatible with near-term memory
performance, motivating buffered overhead as a primary
mode for space–to–ground QKD demonstrations.

To build on this work, we outline several research di-
rections that would be interesting to explore:

1. End-to-end power and mass budget. Perform
a full power budget and thermal analysis to size the
spacecraft bus (solar array area, battery capacity,
radiator sizing) required to operate all of the re-
quired hardware components. A key output of this
study would be the estimation of how many mem-
ory modules can be hosted per satellite within the
mass, volume, and power constraints.

2. Expanded network simulations. Extend from
single-hop S–G links to multi-repeater constella-
tions, quantifying secret-key throughput for a set
experimental time window.

3. Memory physics and coherence. Refine device-
level models to determine realistic coherence times
(including radiation, temperature gradients, wall
interactions, and control noise), and assess whether
long-Tmem operation can buffer gaps when line-of-
sight to an OGS is temporarily unavailable due to
cloud cover.

Together, these efforts will help to better inform how
the satellite architecture proposed in this study needs to
be adapted to support a real-world implementation of
this technology.

VIII. DATA AVAILABILITY

The datasets and code supporting the findings of this
study are publicly available in the GitHub repository at
the following link. This repository includes all necessary
scripts, input data, and results to replicate and build
upon the analyses presented in this paper. For questions
or potential collaboration opportunities, please reach out
to the corresponding author.
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Appendix A: Probability of establishing a link

We model each elementary connection as four statis-
tically independent processes, following the Supplemen-
tary Information in Ref. [103]. See the full derivation in
the cited references, but the main points are summarized
below.

1. Memory Efficiency ηmem. Probability to convert
an incoming photon into a stationary qubit and re-
trieve it later. From the results of this study, we
adopt ηmem = 0.74.

2. Detector Efficiency ηdet. Single-photon detec-
tion at the readout terminal. Given demonstrated
SNSPD performance, we adopt ηdet = 0.7 for
ground stations which is consistent with [103].

3. Atmospheric Transmission ηatm(θ).
Beer–Lambert scaling with elevation angle
θ:

ηatm(θ) =
(
ηzatm

)1/ sin θ
, ηzatm = 0.8 (λ≈795 nm),

(A1)
appropriate for clear-sky mid-latitude conditions
[12, 30].

4. Diffraction and Pointing Loss ηdif(l). Beam
spreading and residual pointing jitter over slant
range l. A paraxial, diffraction-limited Gaussian
emitted with waist w0 obeys

I(r, 0) = I0 e
−2r2/w2

0 , (A2)

θd =
λ

πw0
, (A3)

w(z) = w0

√
1 +

(
θd
w0

z
)2

, (A4)

I(r, z) = I0

(
w0

w(z)

)2

e−2r2/w(z)2 . (A5)

Pointing jitter is modeled as a 2D Gaussian with
standard deviation σp:

gp(r) =
1

2πσ2
p

exp
(
− ∥r∥2

2σ2
p

)
. (A6)

The far-field intensity is the 2D convolution (com-
pact two-column form):

Ĩ(r, z) =

∫
R2

d2ρ I(ρ, z) gp(r − ρ) (A7)

= (I ∗ gp)(r; z).

Collected power through a circular aperture of ra-
dius Rrec at range l is

P (l) =

∫ Rrec

0

ρ dρ

∫ 2π

0

dφ Ĩ(ρ, l), (A8)

ηdif(l) =
P (l)

P0
. (A9)

For well-stabilized platforms with σp ≲ 3 µrad,
receiver-side mispointing is typically negligible be-
cause the telescope field of view ≫ θd, σp.

Single-shot success probability. The overall proba-
bility for an elementary link is thus

η = ηmem ηdet ηatm(θ) ηdif(l). (A10)

1. Geometric Dependence

Elevation θ and slant range l from ground-track sepa-
ration Lg and satellite altitude h:

l2 = R2
E + (RE + h)2 − 2RE(RE + h) cos

(
Lg

RE

)
, (A11)

θ =
π

2
− Lg

RE
− arcsin

[RE

l
sin

(
Lg

RE

)]
, (A12)

with RE = 6,371 km.

Appendix B: Simulation-Parameter Tables

TABLE II. Communication-Link Parameters.
Parameter Value

Operating wavelength λ 795 nm
Receive aperture Dr 1.0m
Beam-divergence half-angle θd 3µrad
Pointing-jitter rms θerr 1µrad
Minimum elevation angle 20◦

TABLE III. Quantum Satellite Parameters.

Parameter Value

Source repetition rate Rrep 90MHz
Memory efficiency ηmem 0.74
Detector efficiency ηdet 0.70
Bell-state-measurement efficiency 0.50
Memory modes 112
Entangled-photon source efficiency 0.20
QND-measurement efficiency 0.80

TABLE IV. Orbital Parameters.
Parameter Value

Earth radius RE 6, 371 km
Satellite altitude h 500 km
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TABLE V. Atmospheric Parameters.

Parameter Value

Ground turbulence C2
n 1.7× 10−14 m−2/3

Turbulence scale height 1 500m
Relative humidity 0.60

TABLE VI. Fundamental Constants.
Constant Value

Speed of light c 3.0× 105 km s−1

Planck constant h 6.62607015× 10−34 J s
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